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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 9/10/09. 
Claims 34-66 are pending in this apphcation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 49-50, 52-60, and 62-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson U.S. Patent No. 6,215,523 (Hereafter this patent will be referred to 
as Anderson II) in view of Fellegara et al. US Patent 6,441,854 further in view Morgenthaler US 
2002/0032677 in view of Anderson et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Dow et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,549,304 

As per claim 49, Anderson II teaches an image processing apparatus comprising: 
A capturing unit adapted to capture a reduction image stored in a storage medium; (figure 
8, item 110) 

A first display control unit adapted to cause a display device to display the reduction 
images captured by said capturing unit; (figure 8, item 700; col. 10, lines 50-70) 

A second display control unit adapted to cause a display device change, sequentially, 
display of images each larger than, and each corresponding to, a respective reduction image 
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display be said first display control unit; (column 6, lines 63-column 7, lines 24, column 12, lines 
35-65). 

A registering unit adapted to register, from among a series of image displayed by said 
display control unit, image indicated by a user as a target of single process, (col. 10, lines 50-col. 
11, lines 10); 

However, Anderson II fails to teach an indicating unit adapted to indicate at least one 
image among the images automatically changed and sequentially display by said display control 
unit. 

Fellegara teaches automatically changed (column 15, lines 1-8) and sequentially display 
by said display control unit, (column 14, lines 20-55) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Fellegara' s teaching with method of Anderson II in order to provide user with the ability to 
automatically scroll the image after predetermined time periods. 

Morgenthaler teaches indicating at least one of the images in the automatically, (see 
Morgenthaler; paragraph 0056) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Morgenthaler' s teaching with method of Anderson II and Fellegara in order to provide user with 
the ability select image during slide show. 

However, they fails to teach a storing unit adapted to continue, at least up to completion 
of the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, to 
store information indicating the image indicated by said indicating unit as the image to be subject 
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later to the specific image process during the automatic and sequential display with the larger 
size by said second display control unit; 

Anderson teaches a storing unit adapted that store information indicating the image 
subject to the specific image process, (see Anderson, col. 8, lines 44-57; col. 13, lines 15-35) 

Dow teaches a specifying unit adapted to specify the storage at least up to completion of 
the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, 
indicated the image subject to the specific image by said second display control unit is 
completed, (see Dow, col. 6, lines 13-63) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include teachings 
of Anderson and Dow's teaching with method of Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler in 
order to provide user with the ability select image during slide show. 

As per claim 50, Anderson II, Fellegara, Morgenthaler, Anderson and Dow teach the 
apparatus according to claim 49. Anderson II further teaches wherein the specific image process 
includes a print process (col. 7, lines 1-32). 

As per claim 52, Anderson II, Fellegara, Morgenthaler, Anderson and Dow teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 49. Anderson teaches wherein said execution 
indication unit can select whether or not to execute plural kinds of image processes, (column 13, 
lines 25-68) 

As per claim 53, Anderson II, Fellegara, Morgenthaler, Anderson and Dow teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 49. Anderson II further teaches wherein an 
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application program corresponding to the specific image process automatically starts after the 
end of the display by said second display control unit (column 12, lines 56 - column 13, lines 
15). 

As per claim 54, Anderson II teaches an image processing apparatus comprising: 

A capturing unit adapted to capture images stored in a storage medium; (column 2, lines 

35-46) 

A display control unit adapted to control so that the images captured by said capturing 
unit are displayed in full-screen as a slideshow; (column 12, lines 56-column 13, lines 15) and 

A registering unit adapted to register the image indicated by said indicating unit, as a 
target of a specific process, (figure 8, items 700, and 704) 

However, Anderson II fails to teach an indicating unit adapted to indicate at least one 
image among the images display as the slide show by said display control unit. 

Fellegara teaches an indicating unit adapted to indicate at least one image among the 
images display as the slide show by said display control unit, (column 14, lines 20-55) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Fellegara' s teaching with method of Anderson II in order to provide user with the ability to 
automatically scroll the image after predetermined time periods. 

Morgenthaler teaches indicating at least one of the images in the automatically, (see 
Morgenthaler; paragraph 0056) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Morgenthaler' s teaching with method of Anderson II and Fellegara in order to provide user with 
the ability select image during slide show. 
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However, they fails to teach a storing unit adapted to continue, at least up to completion 
of the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, to 
store information indicating the image indicated by said indicating unit as the image to be subject 
later to the specific image process during the automatic and sequential display with the larger 
size by said second display control unit; 

Anderson teaches a storing unit adapted that store information indicating the image 
subject to the specific image process, (see Anderson, col. 8, lines 44-57; col. 13, lines 15-35) 

Dow teaches a specifying unit adapted to specify the storage at least up to completion of 
the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, 
indicated the image subject to the specific image by said second display control unit is 
completed, (see Dow, col. 6, lines 13-63) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include teachings 
of Anderson and Dow's teaching with method of Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler in 
order to provide user with the ability select image during slide show. 

As per claims 55-57, they are rejected with the same rationale as claim 49. Supra. 

As per claims 58-60, they are rejected with the same rationale as claim 54. Supra. 

As per claim 62, which is dependent on claim 49, Anderson II teaches the claim 49. 
Anderson II further teaches wherein information indicating the process target is displayed 
together with the selected image, (figure 8, items 700, and 704) 

As per claim 63, which is dependent on claim 54, it is of the same scope as claim 62. 

Supra. 
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As per claim 64, Anderson II teaches an image processing apparatus comprising: 
A capturing unit adapted to capture a reduction image stored in a storage medium; (figure 
8, item 110) 

A first display control unit adapted to cause a display device to display the reduction 
images captured by said capturing unit; (figure 8, item 700; col. 10, lines 50-70) 

A second display control unit adapted to cause a display device change, sequentially, 
display of images each larger than, and each corresponding to, a respective reduction image 
display be said first display control unit; (column 6, lines 63-column 7, lines 24, column 12, lines 
35-65). 

A registering unit adapted to register, from among a series of image displayed by said 
display control unit, image indicated by a user as a target of single process, (col. 10, lines 50-col. 
11, lines 10); 

However, Anderson II fails to teach an indicating unit adapted to indicate at least one 
image among the images automatically changed and sequentially display by said display control 
unit. 

Fellegara teaches automatically changed (column 15, lines 1-8) and sequentially display 
by said display control unit, (column 14, lines 20-55) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Fellegara' s teaching with method of Anderson II in order to provide user with the ability to 
automatically scroll the image after predetermined time periods. 
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Morgenthaler teaches indicating at least one of the images in the automatically, (see 
Morgenthaler; paragraph 0056) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Morgenthaler' s teaching with method of Anderson II and Fellegara in order to provide user with 
the ability select image during slide show. 

However, they fails to teach a storing unit adapted to continue, at least up to completion 
of the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, to 
store information indicating the image indicated by said indicating unit as the image to be subject 
later to the specific image process during the automatic and sequential display with the larger 
size by said second display control unit; 

a specifying unit adapted to specify the storage image corresponding to the image 
indicated by the information held by said holding unit, as an image group to be subjected to the 
specific image process, when the automatic sequential display by said second display control unit 
is completed. 

Anderson teaches a storing unit adapted that store information indicating the image 
subject to the specific image process, (see Anderson, col. 8, lines 44-57; col. 13, lines 15-35) 

Dow teaches a specifying unit adapted to specify the storage at least up to completion of 
the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control unit, 
indicated the image subject to the specific image by said second display control unit is completed 
(column 6, lines 13-63) 
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It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include teachings 
of Anderson and Dow's teaching with method of Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler in 
order to provide user with the ability select image during slide show. 

Claims 65 and 66 are rejected under the same rationale as claim 64. Supra. 

Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson II U.S. 
Patent No. 6,215,523 in view of in view of Fellegara US Patent 6,441,854 further in view 
Morgenthaler US 2002/0032677 Anderson et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Dow et 
al. U.S. Patent No. 6,549,304 further in view of Chui et al, U.S. Patent no. 6,657,702. 

As per claim 5 1 , Anderson II, Fellegara, Morgenthaler, Anderson and Dow teach the 
apparatus of claim 49. However, Anderson II does not teach the apparatus that is able to perform 
an electronic mail transmission process. 

Chui teaches an apparatus that is able to perform an electronic mail transmission process, 
(see Chui, column 17, lines 25 - 32). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Chui's 
teaching with the modified Anderson II to allow user to transmit images through the Internet. 

Claims 34-40, 44-48, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anderson et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Dow et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,549,304 
further in view of Anderson II U.S. Patent No. 6,215,523, further in view of Fellegara et al. US 
Patent 6,441,854 further in view Morgenthaler US 2002/0032677 
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As per claim 34, Anderson teaches an image processing apparatus comprising: 

a capturing unit adapted to capture a reduction image from a storage medium storing 
storage images, the reduction images respectively corresponding to the storage images (col. 5, 
lines 55-57 and col. 6, lines 67- col. 7, line 4); 

a first display control unit adapted to cause a display device to display the reduction 
images captured by said capturing unit (fig. 13, item 852 and col. 12, lines 52-55); 

a reduction image selection unit adapted to select reduction images from among the 
reduction images displayed by said first display control unit (col. 13, lines 1-5); 

a designating unit adapted to designate at least one image among the images displayed by 
said second display control unit in the size larger than that of the reduction image, as an image to 
be subject to a specific image process; (column 13, lines 20-35); 

a storing unit adapted to hold information indicating which of the images is designated by 
said designating unit as the image to be subjected to the specific process, during at least the 
automatic and sequential display effected by said second display control unit; ( column 13, lines 
15-35; lines 30-60) and 

However, Anderson fails to teach a storing unit adapted to continue, at least up to 
completion of the automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display 
control, specifically states and a specifying unit adapted to specify the storage image 
corresponding to the image indicated by the information held by said holding unit, as an image 
group to be subjected to the specific image process, when the automatic sequential display by 
said second display control unit is completed. 
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Dow et al. teaches a storing unit adapted to continue, at least up to completion of the 
automatic and sequential display with the larger size by said second display control, and a 
specifying unit adapted to specify the storage image corresponding to the image indicated by the 
information held by said holding unit, as an image group to be subjected to the specific image 
process, when the automatic sequential display by said second display control unit is completed, 
(column 6, lines 13-63) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Dow's 
teaching with Anderson's apparatus to allow user to arrange and index images as a group. 

However, they both fail to teach a second display control unit adapted to effect, in a size 
larger than that of the reduction image, display of images corresponding to the stored images 
which correspond respectively to the reduction images selected by said reduction image selection 
unit; 

Anderson II teaches a second display control unit adapted to effect, in a size larger than 
that of the reduction image, display of images corresponding to the stored images which 
correspond respectively to the reduction images selected by said reduction image selection unit; 
(column 6, lines 63-column 7, lines 24, column 12, lines 35-65). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Anderson 
II's teaching with apparatus of Anderson and Dow to view the full image in a slide show. 

However, they fail to teach automatic sequential display of larger size images. 

Fellegara teaches automatic sequential display of larger size images, (column 14, lines 

20-55) 
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It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Fellegara's teaching with method of Anderson, Dow, and Anderson II in order to provide user 
with the ability to automatic scroll the image after predetermined time periods. 

Morgenthaler teaches indicating at least one of the images in the automatically, (see 
Morgenthaler; paragraph 0056) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Morgenthaler' s teaching with method of Anderson II and Fellegara in order to provide user with 
the ability select image during slide show. 

As per claim 35, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson II further teaches second display 
control unit performs a slide show display, and wherein the storage image corresponding to each 
of the reduction images selected by said reduction image selection unit is displayed as the larger 
image (col. 7, lines 1-24). 

Morgenthaler teaches indicating at least one of the images in the automatically, (see 
Morgenthaler; paragraph 0056) 

As per claim 36, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein said 
second display control unit causes the display device to display any one of the images to be 
displayed, (col. 12, lines 65-66) 
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As per claim 37, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 36. Anderson further teaches wherein said 
second display control unit causes the display device to further display an indication section for 
changing the image to be displayed on the display device, (fig 13) 

As per claim 38, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein an 
application program corresponding to the specific image process automatically starts after the 
end of the display by said second display control unit (column 9, lines 46 - 63). 

As per claim 39, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein said 
designation unit can select whether or not to execute plural kinds of image processes (col. 9, 
lines 15-45). 

As per claim 40, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein the 
specific image process includes a print process (col. 13, lines 20-21). 

As per claim 44, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein the 
specific image process includes a transfer process of transferring the storage image to a desired 
storage area (col. 13, lines 20 - 21). 

As per claim 45, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson further teaches wherein the storage 
medium is included in a digital camera (col. 4, lines 43 - 45 and col. 6, lines 2 - 5). 
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As per claim 46, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 34. (see rejection above) 
As per claim 47, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 34. (see rejection above) 
As per claim 48, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 34. (see rejection above) 
As per claim 61, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. Anderson II further teaches providing 
information indicating the process target is displayed together with the selected image, (figure 8, 
items 700, and 704) 



Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson et al, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Dow et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,549,304 further in view of 
Anderson II U.S. Patent No. 6,215,523. further in view of FeUegara et al. US Patent 6,441,854 
further in view Morgenthaler US 2002/0032677 further in view of Takakura et al, U.S. Patent 
no. 5,752,053. 

As per claim 41, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 40. However they fail to teach the apparatus 
comprising an editing operation accepting unit adapted to accept a user's operation to edit 
arrangements of the images to be printed and print sizes thereof in the print process. 

Takakura et al. teaches the apparatus comprising an editing operation accepting unit 
adapted to accept a user's operation to edit arrangements of the images to be printed and print 
sizes thereof in the print process(see Takakura, column 2, lines 44 - 49). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method 
of Takakura with the method of Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, and Fellegara in order to allow a 
user to input an edit to arbitrary positions while observing a state of print binding. 



Claims 42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Dow et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,549,304 
further in view of Anderson II, U.S. Patent No. 6,215,523 in view of Fellegara et al. US Patent 
6,441,854 further in view Morgenthaler US 2002/0032677 further in view of Chui et al, U.S. 
Patent no. 6,657,702. 

As per claim 42, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, and Morgenthaler teach an 
image processing apparatus according to claim 34. However they fail to teach wherein the 
specific image process includes an electronic mail transmission process. Chui et al. ("Chui") 
teaches wherein an image processing is a mail transmission processing (see Chui, column 17, 
lines 25 - 32). ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Chui with the method of Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, 
and Fellegara in order to allow the users to distribute images to recipients not located near the 
user. 

As per claim 43, Anderson, Dow, Anderson II, Fellegara, Morgenthaler and Chui teach 
an image processing apparatus according to claim 42, Chui further teaches the apparatus 
comprises an electronic mail formation control unit adapted to control to perform a new 
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electronic mail formation process of attaching the image indicated to be transmitted as electronic 
mail, in the electronic mail transmission process, (see Chui, column 17, lines 25 - 32). 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed 9/10/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A) Whether Dow teaches a designating unit adapted to designate at least one image 
among the images display by said second display control unit in the size larger than that of the 
reduction image, as an image to subject later to a specific image? 

A) Dow teaches this limitation because Dow allows user to zoom into a image where by 
the zoom in image is larger than that of the original image, (see Dow, col. 6, lines 13-63) 

B) Whether Fellegara teaches automatically changed and sequentially display by said 
display control unit? 

B) Fellegara teaches this limitation because it provide an user with ability to apply 
camera function to a group of image such that the user can see the effect to the images, (see 
Fellegara, col. 14, lines 55- col. 15, lines 8) 

C) Whether Anderson II teaches full-screen as the slides show? 

C) Anderson II teaches this limitation because it display full-size picture in a slide show, 
(see Anderson II column 12, lines 56-column 13, lines 15) 
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